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ABSTRACT 

The role of women as sexual victims has been 
recognized and documented in cultural and social history. However, 
men too can be the victims of unwanted and aggressive heterosexual 
behavior. This study explored the incidence of sexually aggressive 
behaviors performed by women (N«212) who were students in sexuality 
classes. Specifically, three questions were posed. First, what is the 
structure underlying the sexual histories of women? Second, what is 
the structure underlying sex-related attitudes? Third, how does the 
identified attitudes structure predict the aggressive sexual 
behaviors of women? More than one-half of the subjects had engaged in 
sexual benaviors that might be deemed abusive or even coercive. These 
sexually coercive behaviors included such behaviors as verbal 
pressure, use of power, or lying. Some 18.5 percent of the subjects 
engaged in behavior that would be considered sexually abusive such as 
initiating sexual contact with a minor or inducing intoxication for 
the purpose of initiating sexual intercourse. Five dimensions were 
found to underlie the incidence of reported behaviors. Predictors of 
these behaviors were explored using a canonical correlation analysis. 
Passive aggressive attitudes contributed appreciably to explaining a 
range of sexual behaviors. Predictors of aggressive sexual behavior 
must be better understood in order to design effective interventions. 
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AbBtract 

Men, too, can hm thm victlM of unwanted and aggreaalva 
heterosexual behavior. The present study explored the incidence of 
sexually aggressive behaviors perfomed by 212 woven, as reported 
by them. More than half the subjects had engaged in sexual 
behaviors that might be deemed abusive or even coercive. Five 
dimensions were found to underlie the incidence of reported 
behaviors. Predictors of these behaviors were explored using a 
canonical correlation analysis. Passive aggressive attitudes 
contributed appreciably to explaining a range of sexual behaviors. 
It is suggested that the predictors of aggressive sexual behavior 
must be better understood in order to design effective 
interventions . 
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The rolm of voMn as ssxual victims has bssn rscognizsd and 
docuMntsd in our cultural and social history (Mould, 1984). <Ku: 
culturs has traditionally prssuasd that wmn ars ths only 
perpetrators of sexual assault, that men simply cannot be forced 
into sexual activity by woaen, and that men are unable to respond 
sexually under pressure (Brovnmiller, 1975) • But these views have 
more recently been exposed as myths (Masters, 1986; Myers, 1986; 
Sarrel & Masters, 1982; Struckman- Johnson, 1988). 

Men, too, can be the victims of sexual aggression and assault. 
••Counseling Male Rape Victims'^ (Collins, 1982), ••Guys say coeds 
force 'em into sex^^ f Nev York Post , 1987), and ••Forced sex; A 
problem for men, too?** f Glamor , 1987), are all headlines revealing 
a new awareness that men also are vulnerable to sexual assault. 
Several popular television shows have recently highlighted aspects 
of the sexual victimization of men (The Oprah Winfrey Show, 1987, 
November 4; Bey, 1987, on ••People Are Talking^^; The Phil Donahue 
Show, 1987, November 16). 

Recent research varies in estimates regarding the prevalence 
of female sexual aggression toward males. For example. Story (1986) 
surveyed a random sample of all the students at the University 
of Northern Iowa about their experiences of giving and receiving 
sexual abuse from a courtship partner. In her study, 14 .2% of the 
females admitted forcing sexual intimacy on a partner, including 
3.9% forcing sexual intercourse. Similarly, Gwartney-Gibbs, 
Stockard and Bohmer (1987) studied courtship aggression among 
college students, and found that 8.1% of the females admitted 
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forcing ••xual Intercourse on their courtship partnsrs, 

SoM college students report engaging in unwanted sexual 
activities for reasons other than the sexual gratification or 
expression of affection. Nuehlenhard and Cook (1986) developed a 
31 item instrusent that was subsequently completed by 507 males and 
486 females at Texas A4M University. The results indicated that 
significantly more men than women engaged in unwanted sexual 
intercourse (62.7% vs. 46,3%) . The reasons for engaging in 
unwanted sexual activity more frequently reported by men than by 
women were: enticement by partner, intoxication, inexperience, peer 
presnure, need for popularity, sex role concerns, reluctance or 
obligation, and partner's threat of self^harm. 

Cochran and Drxiker (1984) studied the records of 70 women in 
prison in Massachusetts for sexual offenses and reported that 23% 
of their offenses involved males as victims. Wolfe (1985) 
investigated histories ^or 12 females who were referred for 
treatment due to sexual misconduct, and found that approximately 
half of the targets of this misconduct were males. 

A recent report on a sample (ii"28) of female adolescents 
referred for evaluation and treatment for sexual offenses 
(Fehrenbach & Monastersky, 1988) supports three previously reported 
characteristics concerning female victimizers. The first 
characteristic is a higher than expected victimization of males 
(35%) ; the second is that approximately 50% of the females had 
themselves been receivers of sexual abuse; and the third is that 
female aggressors are more likely than not (91% of the time) to be 
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a friend or acquaintance of tha vlctla. 

Tha purposa of tha prasant atudy vaa to axplora aaxual 
aggreaaion by vonan froB tha point of viav of woman. Spacif ically, 
thraa questions wara posad. Firat, irtiat is tha structure underlying 
tha sexual histories of wouen? Second, what is the structure 
underlying sex-related attitudes? Third, how does the identified 
attitudes structure predict the aggressive sexual behaviors of 
women? 

There are a variety of theories that have been used to explain 
the origins of interpersonal sexual violence. These theories fall 
into four broad and sometimes overlapping categories focusing on: 
(a) the psychology and attitudes of the aggressor (Burt, 1980; 
Groth, Burgess, 6 Holmstrom, 1977), (b) the interpersonal 
relationship between the aggressor and the receiver of the 
aggression (Muehlenhard & Cook, 1986; Perper t Weis, 1987), (c) the 
social or cultural context within which sexual violence occurs (cf • 
Brownmiller, 1975; Prescott, 1975), and (d) the experience of a 
certain individual within a particular social environment that 
influences the development of the person's attitudes and behaviors 
concerning sexual violence (Koss, Leonard, Breezley, & Oros, 1935; 
Petrovich t Templer, 1934; Story, 1986). 

The primary theoretical underpinning for the present research 
incorporated the fourth category, referred to as social learning 
theory (Gwartney-Gibbn, Stockard, t Bohmer, 1987; Koss t Gidycz, 
1985; Lane t Gwartney-Gibbs, 1985). This model posits that persons 
who are sexually aggressive have learned to be aggressive through 



a combination of paraonal axparlancas and social intaractiona. 

Mathod 

Sublacta 

Subjacta vara 212 voaan anrollad in aaxuality couraaa in tha 
Naw York/Nav Jaraay araa. Tha aa^n aga of tha aiibjacta was 22.3 
(SD»5,4) , Moat of tha subjacta vara aingls (0"165) , divorcad (D"4) , 
or aaparatad (xi"7) . Mora subjacta vara cohabiting (xi"19) than vara 
aarriad (n*17) and living vith thair apouaa. 

Tha saapla must be acknovladgad aa a limitation of tha praaant 
study. Tha subjects vera doubt laaa aoaavhat atypical aa ragarda 
their interest in sexual issues, at laaat as regarda tha acadaaic 
consideration of these issues, » given their presence in sexuality 
courses and their villingness to participate in the atudy. Thua, 
caution must be exercised in generalising beyond the type of 
population froa vhich the subjects vere saaplad. Of courae, acre 
confidence can be vested in results that are conaiatent vith 
previous literature. 
Instrunentation 

The aubjects completed a brief demographic queationnaire. The 
subjects also completed an adaptation of the 26-item Sexually 
Aggressive Behavior scale developed by Koss and Oros (1982). 
Questions on this measure have a *"hov many times have you** format. 
These items vere dichotomously scored aa vhen a behavior had 
occurred and aa **0*" vhen the behavior had not occurred. Finally, 
the subjects completed an adaptation of Burt*s (1980) attitude 
scales, vhich measure: (a) Your Ovn Sex Role Satisfaction (10 



itens) ; (b) Sex Role Stereotyping (9 items) ; (c) Adversarial Sexual 
Beliefs (9 items) ; (d) Sexual Conservatiss (10 items) ; and (e) 
Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence (6 items) . Subjects responded 
to these questions on a equals ^^strongly disagree^ to **7" 

equals strongly agree scale. 

Analysis 

The first research question posed in the present study was: 
what is the structure underlying the sexual histories of women? 
This question was addressed by subjecting the responses of the 212 
women to the 26 items of the Sexually Aggressive Behavior measure 
(Ko88 & Oros, 1982) to a principal components analysis. The 
percentage of subjects reporting one or more occurrences of a given 
behavior are presented in Tabl") 1. 

INSERT TABLE 1 ABOUT HERE. 

Factor analysis is a valuable analytic tool with which to 
develop theory or to evaluate test validity. As Nunnally (1978, pp. 
111-112) notes, 

construct validity has been spoken of as ''trait 
validity** and ••factorial validity. . . . Factor 
analysis is intimately involved with questions of 
validity... Factor analysis is at the heart of the 
measurement of psychological constructs. 
Gorsuch (1983, pp. 350-351, emphasis added) concurs, noting that 
•*A prime use of factor analysis has been in the development of ]2sl^ 
the theoretical constructs for an area and the operational 
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rttprttMntatlv€s for thm theoretical constructs . Similarly, 
Handrick and Handrlck (1986, p. 393) nota that "*thaory building and 
construct saaeuraMnt ara joint bootstrap oparations.** Factor 
analysis at ones both tests saasurament integrity and sheds light 
on underlying theory. 

Based on examination of a ''scree'* plot of the eigenvalues of 
the inter itea correlation matrix, five principal components were 
extracted from the behavior data and rotated to the varimax 
criterion. The items associated with each factor are presented in 
Table 2. The factors were named: "Manipulative Sex", "Angry Sex", 
"Impassioned Sex", "Physically Forced Sex", and "Domineered Sex". 
Least squares factor scores were computed for the 212 women on each 
of these five factors. 

INSERT TABLE 2 ABOUT HERE. 

The second research question posed in the study was: what is 
the structure underlying sex-related attitudes? To address this 
question the data from the 44 items associated with Burt's (1980) 
scale were also subjected to a principal components analysis. Based 
on an examination of the "scree" plot, five components were 
extracted and rocated to the varimax criterion. The items 
associated with each factor are presented in Table 3. The factors 
were named: "Passive Aggressiveness", "Functionality", 
"Conservatism", "Chauvinism", and *'Nurturance^. Least squares 
factor scores were computed for the 212 women on each of these five 
factors. 
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« INSERT TABLE 3 ABOUT MERE. 



Hhm third r^s^arch question poMd in thm prmmmt study vm^: 
how do identified attitudes predict sexual behaviors of women? A 
multivariate analysis was conducted to address this question, so 
as to avoid inflating experimentvise Type I error rate and the 
potential failure to detect meaningful relationships among the 
variables (Fish, 1988) . A canonical correlational analysis was 
implemented using the two sets of factors scores. This analysis 
identifies functions that maximize the relationships between the 
two variable sets (Thompson, 1984, 1990). 

The likelihood ratio (lambda».71) associated with eigenvalues 
one through five was statistically significant (Z"2.88, d£« 
25/751.9, p<.001); the canonical correlation coefficient (fie) for 
the first canonical function was .411. The likelihood ratio 
(lambda*. 86) associated with eigenvalues two through five was 
statistically significant (£-2.02, It- 16/620.8, fi-.OlO); the 
canonical correlation coefficient (Be) for the second canonical 
function was .362. These two canonical functions and their related 
coefficients (Thompson, 1984, 1990) are presented in Table 4. 

INSERT TABLE 4 ABOUT HERE. 

Diacuggton 

The belief correlates of males who are sexually aggressive 
have been reported in several previous studies (Burt, 1980; Koss 
et al., 1985; Koss, Gidycz t Wisniewski, 1987), but fewer studies 
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havtt investigated saxually aggrasaiva bahaviora of fasalaa froa tha 
parapactiva of tha aggraaaor, or uaing data provided by aggraaaora. 
Tvo racant atiitdiaa hava, hova r, axaainad corralataa with tha 
axparianca of both aalaa and faaalaa racaiving aaxual aggraaaion, 
fron tha parapactiva of tha victiM of aggraaaion, ba tha victim 
nala or feaale (Muahlanhard t Cook, 1986; Skalton, 1984). 

Muahlanhard and Cook (1986) adainiatarad queationnairaa to 507 
collage man and 486 college voaan concerning their unwilling 
participation in 8«)xual behavior while at univeraity. Thaae reaulta 
indicated a correlation for both aalea and femalaa between 
involvement in unwanted sexual activity and adversarial belief 
scores. Muehlanhard and Cook (1986) conclude: **Both man and women 
who had engaged in sex when they did not want to believed that 
male-female relationships are basically adveraarial. • (p. 2). 

In her atudy of female victima of sexual aggrasaion, Skelton 
(1984) reports that women who scored higher on adversarial aaxual 
belietis were more likely to experience a greater number of sexually 
aggressive episodes, but not more severe aggression per episode. 
She speculated that the choice of partners with aimilar attitudes 
may lead to this correlation. 

The present study focused on self-reported aggressive sexual 
behavior from the perspective of the a ggressor . As reported in 
Table 1, more than half (32.3%) of the wonen in the present study 
reported engaging in behavior that would generally be considered 
sexually coercive, e.g., verbal pressure, use of power, or lying. 
These data indicate rates for sexual coercion that are higher than 
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thm range of 5.6% to 17% reported in pre^ious studies (Lane ft 
Gwartney-Gibbe, 1985; Strucksan-Johnson ft Strucloian- Johnson, 1988) • 
These discrepancies sees understandable, since the prior studies 

asked for strategies that lead to sexual intercourse, while the 
present study asked about strategies that lead to any sexual 
contact (e.g., kissing, fondling, or intercourse). 

Some 18.5% of the women in the present study engaged in 
behavior that would be considered sexually abusive, e.g., 
initiating sexual contact with a minor, or inducing intoxication 
in a partner for the purpose of initiating sex. More than one tenth 
(10.4%) of the respondents used the threat of physical force, 
actual force, or a weapon to gain sexual access to a male at least 
once at some point in their lives. The rates of sexual abuse and 
the use of force reported here fall within the range (1% to 17%) 
of previously reported levels of female heterosexual aggression 
(Gwartney-Gibbs, Stockard, & Bohmer, 1987; Story, 1986; Struckman- 
Johnson & S truckman- Johnson, 1988). About a quarter (26.2%) of the 
women in the present study initiated sexual contact with a man 
because they were angry at him, as reported in Table 1, or because 
they wanted to retaliate for something a male did. 

Table 2 suggests that various sexually aggressive behaviors 
(Koss & Oros^ 1982) covary with respect to incidence. Five 
interpretable factors were isolated. The fact that an orthogonal 
rotation (varimax) yielded interpretable factors suggests that a 
model positing five perfectly uncorrelated dimensions fit the 
behavioral incidence data fairly well. Apparently, female 
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h«tttros#3nially aggr«ssiva tehavior involvM dlMnsions of 
manlpulativa, physically forced, cr doainaarad aaxual bahavior, or 
bahavlor involving Botivationa of angar or of paaalon. 

Fiva uncorralatad dlMnaiona also apparantly undarlay 
raaponaea of tha 212 voaan to tha 44 attltuda itaaa (Burt, 1980). 
Tha atructura corraapondad to varying dagraaa with tha aubacalaa 
naaad by Burt (1980). For axaapla, tha aatiaf action Itaaa foraad 
tha factor laballad hara, "Functionality", a ganaral aaaatira of 
aalf-parcalvad coupatanca and haalth, which involvad itaaa froa 
tha "Your Own Satlaf action" aubacala. Tha "Nurturanca" factor la 
a dlaanalon not pravloualy notad in aubjactlva or judgaantal 
analyaaa of Itea contant. Howavar, tha fiva factora ara aanalbla 
and covar a wlda ranga of attltudaa involving paraonal and 
interpersonal dynaaic^^, aa intended • 

The primary tlieoretical underpinning for the present research 
wt.s social learning theory (Koss 6 Gidycz, 1985; Lane & Gwartney- 
Gibbs, 1985; Cjartney-Glbbs, Stockard, 6 Bohaer, 1987) • Within 
this nodel the researcher would postulate that woaen who are 
sexually aggressive have learned to be aggressive through a 
combination of experience and aocial interaction. 

The structure coefficient (2:, » .805) for the "Passive 
Aggressive factor, reported in Table 4 , suggests that this 
dimension has the greatest explanatory ability with respect to four 
of the five dimensions of sexually aggressive behavior: "Physically 
Forced Sex", t,».619; "Angry Sex", x^».537; "Impassioned Sex", 
£^«.422; "Manipulative Sex", c^-.sa*^. Function I in Table 4 suggests 
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that vosen with mora passive aggrassivo attitudas regarding sax and 
Intarparaonal ralationshlpa, and vho ara laiss sexually conaarvativa 
(£,—.561), ara aora likaly to hava angagad in aora phyaically 
f oread, angry, i^>aaaionad and Mnipulativa aax. Tha affact aisa 
for thia function (Bc".411) would ganarally ba conaidarad aodarata 
or larga (Cohan, 1988; Glaaa, 1979, p. 13). Thia viav aaaaa to 
support tha thaoratical undarpinninga of tha praaant atudy. 

Function II involvaa pradosinataly "Ispaaaionad Sax" 
(i;«.888) , tha typa of aax that sight ba conaidarad aora culturally 
convantional. Tha atructura coafficianta for Function II, raportad 
in Tabla 4, auggesta that "^lapaaaionad Sax" ia aora likaly to ba 
engaged in by woaen who perceive theaaelvea to be acre functional 
(x;«.592) , less conservative (£^«-.563) , and less passive aggreasiva 
(£,"-.515). The effect size for this function (fic«.362) would 
generally be considered aoderate or slightly acre than aoderate. 

The two canonical functions reported in Table 4 are perfectly 
uncorrelated (Thompson, 1984, 1990), and involve different 
multivariate aggregates of behaviors and attitudes. These sorts of 
patterns can often only be isolated uaing multivariate aethods 
(Fish, 1988). The first function involved sexual behaviors that 
might be described as less stereotypical ly approved, while the 
second function involved behaviors primarily motivated by self- 
reported passion. 

These findings suggest that attitudes, presumably mostly 
lea led through social history, have some ability to explain 
incidence rates of several types of sexual behavior. If so, 
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lnt«rv«ntion Intandad to raduc* thm Incldttnc* of cottrclvs sexual 
iMhavior aust bm dasignad to considar thssa prodictors. Th« good 
n«vs Is that la/vrnad attitudes prasuaably Bay ba "unlaarnad". Tha 
bad naws is that such parvaslva attitudes and beliefs, learned over 
the course of a lifetime, aay be resistant to change. As cultural 
recognition grows that sen too can be the victims of unwanted 
sexual attention, eoro research will be conducted to explore the 
etiology of these behaviors, and their susceptibility to 
intervention efforts. 
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P«rc#nt«9« of 8uq>l« R««pendin« "Ym" to Swcually 
Aggrossivt Bohavlor Soalo (]l"212) 



Quostion %Y«0 



1. Mutually consantlng contact 97.5 

2. You initiatad contact 92.6 

6. You attaiqptad to arouaa partnar 79.2 

4. You vara too arouaad to atqp 72.2 

3. You ovaraatiaatad partnara daaira 60.9 
18. Nhila ha vaa drunk or atonad 52.4 
17. To gain poiiar or control of partnar 33.0 

12. To hurt aonaona alaa 31.4 
11. To aaka acHMona ^laa jaaloua 28.0 

5. You vara praaaurad by frianda or family 25.0 

13. To mnd anothar ralationahip 25.0 

8. You aaid thinga you did not naan 24.5 
15. To axpraaa your angar at your partnar 15.2 

15. By gatting hia drunk or atonad 14.7 

9. You praaaurad vith varbal arguaanta 11.3 

16. To rotaliata againat your partnar 11. 0 
10. You quaationad partnara aaxuality 10.4 

7. You thraatanad to and ralationahip 8.5 

22. By taking advantaga of coaproaiaing poaition 7.5 

14. To gain a(»athing fr€» paraon in povar 6.6 

24. By uaing phyaical forca 5.7 

23. By thraataning to uaa j^yaical forca 3.8 

20. Whila ha vaa a ainor and you vara not 3.8 

25. By thraataning aalf^hara 1.4 

26. By thraataning hiB vith a vaapon 0.9 

21. By uaing your poaition of povar/ authority 0.5 



Note . Tha coaplata varsion of aach quaation ia praaantad in Tabla 
2. 
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Tabl« 2 

Rotated Factor Structura Co«ff ioiatits 
for 26 lt«Bs of tha Saxually Aiggrossiv* Bobavior Scala 

Maaipttlatiira ■«> 

.82 How aany tlaas hava you attaaptad to hava aaxual contact 

(fondling, kiaaing, patting, or intarcouraa) vith a aan to gat 

avan with or hurt anothar aan? 
.81 Hov aany tiaac hava you attaaptad to hava aaxual contact with 

a man in ordar to aaka anothar aan jaaloua? 
.58 How aany tiaaa hava you attaaptad to hava aaxual contact with 

a aan hacauaa you wantad to and a ralationahip with anothar 

■an? 

.41 How aany tiaaa hava you atta^ptad to hava aaxual contact with 

a Ban 1^ saying thinga that you didn't aaan? 
.40 How aany tiaaa hava you attaajptad to hava aaxual contact with 

a aan in a poaition of authority ovar you (boaa, taachar, or 

av.parviaor) in ordar to battar your aituation or gain 

aoaathing? 

. 38 How aany tiaaa hava you attaaptad to hava aaxual contact with 
a aan by quaationing hia aaxuality (auggaating that ha may ba 
inpoLcuic or gay)? 

I^gry Sax 

.67 How aany tiaaa hava you attaaptad to hava Siixual contact with 

a aan by praaanring hia with varbal arguaanta? 
.62 How aany tiaaa hava you attaiqptad to hava aaxual contact with 

a aan by thraataning to ham youraalf? 
.60 How aany tiaaa hava you attaq>tad to hava aaxual contact with 

a aan to rataliata for aoaathing ha did to you? 
. 55 How aany tiaaa hava you attaaptad to hava aaxual contact with 

a aan bacauaa you wara angry at hia? 
.50 How aany tiaaa hava you attaaptad to hava aaxual contact 

(fondling, Iciaaing, patting, or intarcouraa) with a aan by 

thraataning to and your ralationahip? 
.36 How aany tiaaa hava you attaaptad to hava aaxual contact 

(fondling, ICxaaing, patting, or intarcouraa) with" a aaii to 

gain powar or control ovar hia? 

Iiqpaaaionad fax 

.77 How aany tiaaa hava you initiatad aaxual contact (fondling, 

Iciaaing, patting, or intarcouraa) with a aan? 
. 66 How aany tiaaa hava you attaaptad to hava aaxual contact with 

a aan by gatting hia aaxual ly arouaad? 
.65 How aany tiaaa hava you attaaptad to hava aaxual contact with 

a aan bacauaa you wara ao aaxual ly arouaad you did not want 

to atqp? 

.64 How aany tiaaa hava you had aaxual contact (fondling, Iciaaing, 
patting, or intarcouraa) with a man irtian you both wantad to? 

.46 In initiating aaxual contact with a aan, how aany tiaaa hava 
you ovareatiaatad tha laval of aaxual activity ha daairad to 
hava with you? 
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.85 How Mny tisMs hav« you attM^t«d to hav« k«xufil contact with 

a BUI by thrMtaning to um som d«gr«« of physical forca 

(holding hia down, hitting hin, ato.)? 
.81 nav »Any tiaaa hava you attai^tad to hava saxual contact with 

a nan toy using sona dagraa of physical foroa? 
.41 How nany tinas hava you attaaptad to hava saxual contact with 

a »an by thraataning hin with a waapon? 

Doaiaoarad tax 

.57 Row aany tiaas hava you attaaptad to hava saxual contact with 

a aan by taking advantaga of a compromising position ha was 

in (baing whara ha did not balong or braaking soaa rula)? 
. 48 How aany tiaas hava you attaaptad to hava saxual contact with 

a aan batwaan 12 and 18 yaars of aga who was fiva or aora 

yaars youngar than yoursalf? 
.46 How aany tiaas hava you attaaptad to hava saxual contact with 

a aan by gatting hia drunk or high? 
.37 How aany tiaas hava you attaaptad to hava saxual contact with 

a aan bacausa you wars prassurad by friands, faaily, or paar 

group aaabars? 

.31 How aany tiaas hava you attaaptad to hava saxual contact with 
a aan whila his judgaaant was ii^irad by drugs or •alcohol? 
-.26 How aany tiaas hava you attaiqptad to hava saxual contact with 
a aan by using your position of powar or authority (boss, 
teacher, baby sitter, counselor, or supervisor)? 
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Tabltt 3 

Structure Undsrlying Attitude Itoui 

VaseiTe iggrMSlTe 

• 64 Hany timmm m yommn vill pretend ehe doeen*t want to have 

interoourae becauae aha doean^t want to aaea looae^ but aha* a 
really hoping the aan vill force her. 

• 64 Moat vosen are aly and aanipulatlng when they are out to 

attract a »an. 

• 60 N<»en are uaually aveet until they've caught a aan, but then 

they let their true aelf ahov. 
.59 A lot of voaen aaeii to get pleaaure in putting sen down. 
.58 Many voaen are ao demanding aexually that a man juat can't 

aatiafy thea. 

.56 In a dating relationahip a voaan ia largely out to take 
advantage of a man. 

• 54 Soaetiaea the only way a man can get a cold voaan turned on 

ia to uae force. 
.50 Being roughed up ia aexually atiaulating to aany voaen. 
.43 A voaan vill only reapect a aan vho vill lay do%m the lav to 

her. 

.42 A lot of men talk big, but vhen it coaea dovn to it, they 

can't perform veil aexually. 
.41 A aan 'a got to ahov the voaan vho 'a boat right from the a tart 

or he'll end up henpecked. 
ruBotioaality 
.76 Your initiative or "get-up-and-go" 

.72 Your independence and ability to make decisiona by youraelf 
.62 Your ability to expreaa your aaotiona 
.58 Your coapetence and akillfulneaa 
.50 Your attractlveneaa to the oppoaite aex 
.46 Your participation in athletic activitiaa 
.46 Your dependability in tiaea of criaia 
.45 The aaount of aocialising you do 
.42 The aaount of rionay that you aake 
Coaaarratini 
.70 People ahould not have oral sex. 

.51 A voaan vho inltiataa a aexunl encounter vill probably have 

aex vith anybody • 
.51 Maaturbation ia a normal aexual activity.* 
.51 A nice voman vill be offended or embarraaaed by dirty jokea. 
.49 A voman ahould be a virgin %ihen aha marriea. 
.44 A voman ahouldn't give in aexually to a aan toe eaaily or 

he'll think ahe'a looae. 
.43 I reapect a voaan vho engagea in aexual relationshipa vithout 

any emotional involvement.* 
.31 It looka vorae for a voman to be drunk than for a man to be 

diunk. 

.30 Having aex during the menatrual period ia unpleasant. 
Chauvimiam 

.61 A man ahould fight vhen the voman he's vith ia insulted by 
another man. 
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.S4 A wif« should nrnvmr contradict h«r husband in public. 

. 54 Zt is bsttsr for s woMtn to uss hor f minins chsm to gst what 

shs wants rsthsr than ask for it outright. 
.46 It is accsptabls for ths voaan to pay for tha dats.* 
.46 Man do not havo a biologically strongar sax drivo than voaan.* 
.44 It is aocaptabla for a woBan to hava a caraar, but marriaga 

and faaily should com first. 
.44 Vhara is nothing vrong with a voMn going to a bar alona.* 
.31 Paopla today should not usa "an aya for an aya and a tooth for 

a tooth" as a rula for living.* 
.26 Nosan hava tha saaa naads for a saxual outlat as man.* 
vurturanea 

-.52 Nan ara out for only ona thing. 
.41 Your syspathy for and u'^idarstanding of othars 
.39 niara is nothing wrong with a woaan \Ato doasn't want to aarry 

and raisa a family.* 
.31 Tha primary goal of sexual intarcoursa should not ba to hava 

childran.* 

.30 A wifa should sova out of tha housa if her husband hits her.* 
.16 A san is never justified in hitting his wife.* 

Nfftg' Items designated with asterisks were reverse-scored. 
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First Two Canonical Correlation Functions 

Squartid Squarad 
Bahaviora Function I Structura Function II Structura 



Saxual 



Nanipulativa Sax O.ltf 

Angry Sax 0.S37 

lapaaaionad Sax 0.411 

Physically Forcad Sax 9.919 

Dosinaarad Sax 0.040 



Adaquacy 
Redundancy (Rd) 
Rc Squarad 
Redundancy (Rd) 
Adaquacy 

Attitude Variables 

Passive Aggressiveness O.eos 



Functionality 0 • 099 

Conservatism «0 • SCI 

Chauvinism 0 • 049 

Nurturanca -0.160 



14.9% 


-0.038 


0.1% 


28. •% 


-0.378 


14.3% 


17. «% 


O.ttt 


78.8% 


38.3% 


-0.249 


6.2% 


0.2% 


-0.075 


0.6% 


20.0% 




20.0% 


3.4% 




2.6% 


16.9% 




13.1% 


3.4% 




2.6% 


20.0% 




20.0% 


64.8% 


-0.S15 


26.5% 


1.0% 


0.S92 


35.0% 


31.4% 


-0.563 


31.7% 


0.2% 


-0.029 


0.1% 


2.6% 


-0.257 


6.6% 
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"Scr**" Plot for First 10 Ii9«nvalu«s of c Matrix 
for 8«xual Bahavior Data 

4.154 



2.028 

1.702 

1.538 

1.421 
1.282 

1.037 

.916 
.805 
.685 
.625 
.541 
.484 
.403 
.296 
.210 

.000 
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1 
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2 
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3 



■+- 
4 



5 
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6 
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8 



-+- 
9 



•-+ 
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Appwidlx B: 

Varlaax-Rotated Structure Uhdftrlying Sexual Behavior Data 



Factor 



It«B 


I 


II 


III 


IV 


V 


12 


.82 


-.01 


.06 


.13 


.04 


11 


.81 


.02 


.01 


.04 


-.03 


13 


.58 


.15 


.11 


-.02 


.17 


8 


.41 


.41 


.09 


.06 


.19 


14 


.40 


.36 


-.04 


.05 


-.30 


10 


.38 


.09 


.03 


.20 


.16 


9 


.18 


.67 


.10 


-.08 


.26 


25 


-.23 


.62 


.08 


-.10 


.06 


16 


.18 


.60 


.06 


.26 


-.27 


15 


.11 


.55 


.11 


.20 


-.39 


7 


.23 


.50 


-.04 


.06 


.18 


17 


. 34 


. 36 


.23 


. 06 


-.18 


2 


.09 


.02 


.77 


.03 


-.06 


6 


.16 


.10 


.66 


.01 


.09 


4 


. 04 


. 14 


. 65 


. 06 


. 08 


1 


-.04 


-.20 


.64 


.02 


-.08 


3 


-.02 


.10 


.46 


-.03 


-.04 


23 


.12 


.12 


-.03 


.85 


.11 


24 


-.03 


.04 


.07 


.81 


.12 


26 


.16 


.02 


.03 


.41 


-.25 


22 


-.04 


.41 


-.01 


.15 


,57 


20 


.11 


.08 


.08 


-.17 


.48 


19 


.25 


-.10 


.15 


.27 


.46 


5 


.29 


.08 


-.06 


-.10 


.37 


18 


.27 


.14 


.29 


.07 


.31 


21 


.01 


.05 


.07 


-.07 


-.26 



24 



E 
I 
G 
E 
N 
V 
A 
L 
U 
E 
S 



"ScrM" Plot for First Nln* Eigenvalues of £ Matrix 

for Attituds Data 

5.781 



3.179 



2.545 



1.979 



1. 
1. 
1. 
1. 
1. 
1. 
1. 
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449 
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Appendix D: 

VarlMx-Rotatad struoturt Una«rlying Attituds D«t« 



Factor 



ItUi 




II 


III 


IV 


V 






. A^ 

••06 


••09 


. IS 


.33 


ASoe 




A*V 

. 07 


. 13 


. 18 


-•19 


ASb4 


.00 


11 


• 26 


• 10 


-.07 


ASB9 


.59 


.01 


-.11 


.00 


-.26 


ASB2 


.58 


.00 


-.03 


-.10 


.08 


ASBo 


m DO 


A^ 

. 06 


.22 


.01 


-•08 


AlVd 


m 54 


-.19 


.02 


-.07 


.44 


AIV2 


• 50 


-• 14 


-.28 


. 11 


. 14 


ASol 


• 43 


-.01 


. 14 


• A 

. 19 


. 12 


AooO 


• 42 


-.05 


4 A 

. 19 


-.06 


-.41 


ASB3 


• 41 


_ A** 

-• 03 


.26 


. 15 


.38 


Y0S7 


• 05 


. 76 


.01 


-.04 


.06 


Y0S4 


-.07 


.72 


.09 


-.11 


-.01 


Y0S6 


-.08 


.62 


-.15 


-.04 


.10 


Y0S2 


.06 


.58 


-.09 


.12 


.09 


Y0S9 


.09 


. 50 


-.14 


.28 


-•04 


Y0S5 


AO 

-.08 


• 46 


.00 


-.24 


-•03 


Y0S8 


A ^ 

-.06 


. 46 


.12 


-.16 


• 10 


Y0S3 


A A 

-.09 


A K 

. 45 


-.26 


.22 


-.10 


YOSIO 


A ^ 

-.03 


. 42 


-.06 


.09 


-.01 


SCO 


. lo 


A A 

. 00 


^ A 

.70 


-.05 


. 14 


SCI 


.34 


-.21 


.51 


.28 


-.07 


SC5 


-.05 


.02 


.51 


.21 


.01 




1 0 


« AO 


. 51 


• • 
. 11 


• A 

. 14 




no 


AO 


. 49 


A 1 
. 01 


A *% 

. 42 




• 


. 42 


A A 

. 44 


. 17 


10 
— .18 




— . X / 


A i 
. Ul 


.43 


AO 

. 08 


— . 07 


CDCD 


. « / 


^ A^ 
— . U4 


. 31 


. 30 


.25 


CCA 


A^ 

• 03 


— . 04 


.30 


A 0 

. 08 


-.09 


SRSl 


AO 

. 08 


A ^ 

. 04 


.03 


.61 


-.13 


SRS5 


.15 


-.10 


.25 


«54 


.26 


SRS6 


.14 


.10 


.11 


.54 


.09 


SR52 


*1 A 

. 20 


A 1 

-.01 


.26 


• 46 


. 15 


SC3 


— . 01 


-.08 


.09 


.46 


-.13 


SKS7 


. 12 


A*V 

. 07 


• A 

.18 


.44 


. 14 


SRS9 


. Ul 


— • 22 


A *% 

. 42 


. 44 


A A 

. 04 


AlVx 


. 11 


. 15 


A A 

-.09 


.31 


.09 




M AO 
— . Uo 


mm. 1 A 

-.19 


. 18 


. 26 


A A 

. 04 


ASB7 


.34 


.04 


.29 


.17 


-.52 


YOSl 


-.16 


.28 


.04 


-.07 


.41 


SRS4 


.05 


-.10 


.05 


.21 


.39 


SC9 


.02 


.04 


.01 


.00 


.31 


AIV4 


.02 


.05 


.00 


.05 


.30 


AIV6 


.14 


.14 


.02 


.09 


.16 
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